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' 2.3 Injection and seismicity Figure al:
Injection rate peaked in 2012 and 2013.
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‘ Use all the wells within 20 km radius.

Seismicity rate peaked in 2015, followed by a few
months of quiescence, renewed again with
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Part 3: The Fairview (M5) sequence in western Oklahoma Diffusive migration for the Fairview
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T1: Time delay between seismicity rate and injection

rate is about 700 days.
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Figure b2:
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Sliding window test to examine the short-term

correlation between injection rates and seismicity




